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THE SPEAKERSHIP CONTEST.

CRISP'S ELECTION NOT AN ALLIANCE
VICTORY.

A Contest for8Spolls Brings no Trophiss te
the Canse of Reform- “No Man can SBerve
Two Masters"—Keop ln the Middle of the
hd-ll

From the National Reformer,

No maa can sarve two masters; for elthar ha
will hate 1he one and jove the other, or else he
will hold to ths one and desplee the olher, Yo
eangot serve (od and Mammon,

We quota the above text In connection
with the action taken by s number of Al-
llancemen who owe thelr position, ss
Coogressmen, to Allisnce votes. Thelr
attitude In the recent contest In the
Democratic caucus for the selection of &
speaker for the House of Rapressntatives
is not only to be deplored but is posi:
tively reprebensible. Those men were
chosen, in preference to “stralght” Dem-
ocrats, because they were supposed to
represent Alllance princlples and would
subordinata their party alleglanoce, if
necessary, for the purpose of carrying
these principles Into eftect. On the Bth
day of December, 1880, the National Al-
llsnce entered ioto s compact with the
Knlghta of Labor, agreelng upon the
prioclples embudied in what la known as
“the Bt. Louls Demands” More than
this, they agreed upon & line of action.
They then declared:

And it ls further agresd, in order /o earry out
these obijects, we setll supp o1 for ofice only mieh
men af ean be depended upm by enact (hese prin-
olples in elatule lawe undnfluenced by parly eau
ous (Paga 51, Proceedings of the Annual Bes-
sonF. & L. U., 1889 )

We have Itallcized these worda In the
above extract because we desire to call
attention to tha factthat the ultimate and
parsmount object of the Alliance Is to
accomplish what It set out to do, and not
to glve prominencs to any man, or sat of
men, or to build up and foster any enter.
prse Instituted Io ita name.

This clause was omitted at the Ocala
mesting, for some reason, and so far sa
the records show, the Alllance Is bound
w agreement with the Enighta of

It has never been abrogated
The agreement could only be changed
by the concurrence of both parties, and
the records show no such concurrence.
On the other hand it would seem that
thers was no intention, either on the part
of elther the committes or the delegates,
to omit the clause referred to. Be that
88 It may, if it was Intentional it indi
oates lnslocerity; If not, it is yet as bind-
Ing as over.

In this connection a part of the pro-
ceedings of the Ocala mesting will be of
Interest.

_ Mr. L F. Livingston, of Georgls, of-

forad a resolution endorsing the St
Louis platiorm, saying: .

“T believe the people can stand on this
platform forever. Thls platform Is a
declaration of our Bupreme Counc!l, and
our enemies are stumping the states de-
claring that it has not the following of
the Alllance people, and I dealre the
platform resd and s vote taken on It by
states, so there will be no mistaks ns to
how we stand.” The resolutions offered
by Mr. Livingston were as follows:

1. Rasolved, That this national cohvention of
the Farmers’ Alllance and Industdal Unton do
hereby moat earns atly and emphatically indorse
the 8¢, Louls platform adopted last December,
sad with eqoal sineerity and persistency de-
mand that all subordlnats bodles conpected with
this organlzslon suall not enly allign thamselvas
therewith, but co-operats with this natlonal or-

and sustaln the same.

Evary stale except one voted for this
resolution.

The next resolutlon was:

2, That any oational officer or organ, slther
siate or natlonal, that shuil oot eouform fuily
with the foregoing resolution sball be subject 10
suspansion by the nstional president; and
furthermora we advise nur people wol to vole for
any candidale for a place in mur natbmal Con-
grass who does not pledye himse f or themeslven
to the St. Loufs platform. (Italies ours,}—Page
22, Procesdings of Ocala meetiog)

How Mr. Livingston, or any other
man, after offerlog that resolution and
insisting om Its adoptlon, could vote for
Mr. Crisp for speaker, may be as difficult
to explain as for John Bherman to harm-
onize his present position on the finance
questions with bis declarstions In 1808,
Mr. Crisp makes no pretenslons to stand
on the St Louls platform. Are we to
understand that Mr Liviogeton and
those Alliancemen who voted for Mq.
Crisp, have prescribed a medicine that
they won't take themselves? II this
medicloe l8 good for the voters to take
when deciding betwesn Mr. Liviogston
and hls opponent, is It not equally po-
tent for Mr, Liviogeton to take when de-
ciding between & man who does not en-
dorse the St Louls platform and one
who does?

But Mr. Livingston's second resolution
makes It obligatory on “any national of-
ficor or organ, sither state or national, to
conform fully™ with the Bt. Louls agree-
ment on penalty of suspension by the
national president. What is that agree-
ment? That “toe will support for office
only such men as can be depended upon
to enact these principles in statute law,
uninflusnced by party caveus.”

Can Mr. Crisp be depended upon to do
this? Moet certalnly not. Thea Mr.
Livingston hsa violated requirements
drawn by his own hsnd. But there yet
is another resson why Mr. Livingston and
othar Alliancemen should not have voted

for Mr. Crlsp. Durlog the sesslon of the

Supreme Council at Indisnapolls the
following resolution was passsd by that
body:

Realtzing that the actlon of the members of
the Fify-second Congrens who ware alacted by
the ald of Alilanes constituencles will have an
Important influence upon the welfare of our be-
loved order, wa respecttully snd esinestly re-
quest all representatives in sald Congress sn
elocted Lo decline to enter lnlo any party csucus
ealled to designate s esndidate for speader, un-
less adhorenca to the principles of the Ocala
piatform ke mado 8 test of admission to mid
caAnous.

Thls resolution was exactly In line
with the Bt. Louis platform and sgree
ment with the Knights of Labor, and
aloo with Mr, Liviogston's own resolu-
tions at Ocals, Fla. It was adopted by
the Supreme Council at Iodisnapolle and
wan tharefora tha voles of the Alllance.
In view of the fact that Mr, Livingston's
vote for Mr. Orlap did nof “conform
fully” to Mr. Livingston's resolution
passer] at Ocala, Fla., he belng a stats of-
fioer, he is, by hia own regolutlon, “sub-
jsot to suspension by the nailonal presl-
dent."

8o far a8 Mr. Livingaton {s concernad
the case stands thus:

He has violated the agresment made at
8t, Louis snd the platform there adopted.
Ha has violated the requirements of his
own resolution adopted at Ocals. Ha
has violated the expressad will of the
Suprema Council 88 declared by reaolu-
tion at Indlanapolle. Thls ls not appll-
cable alone to Mr. Livingston, but to all
others who come within the palsof thoss
resolutions. Our cltation to Mr. Living-
ston la Intended mora as an honor to him
than otherwise bscsuse in him we rec-
ogulza the elements of & leader, and he
bas for years been to the fore in the Al
lisnce movement. Now this ia one aide
of the questlon, What can be offered In
sxtenustion for this action on the part of
some seventeen Alllancemen? We re-
gret {0 ses such & popular and able pa-
per sa the National Econemirt offaring
sn & for thelr action. It was
bardly expected that the Ecomomist
would criticlse the action of these Con-
gressman, but it was falr to presume
that It would make no sttempt to pallists
thelr plain and palpable violation of the
8t. Louls agreement, the Ocala resolu-
tions, and the speclally expressed will of
the Bupreme Councll at Indlanspolls.
The Economist vees fit 1o call the elec-
tlon of Criap “The Greatest Victory™ (ses
Issue Dec. 12th). It then undertakes to
show that It fs an Alllavcs victory be-
cause it wes a defest of the Demooratio
bosses, and a victory for that element In
the Democratle party that would recog-
alze the currency question a8 gn issue in

1802, What bosses were defeated. Sim-

ply one set of Democratic bosses were
turned down by another set of Demo-
cratlc boswses not m whit hetter, Were
there 0o bosees on Mr. Crisp's side?
Who were his active supporters? Gov-
ernor Hill, of New York, & rival candl-
date agalnet Mr. Cleveland for the Dem-
ooratic nomination for president; Beoa-
tor Gorman, a protactionist Democrat;
Cal. Brice, step-senator for the state of
Ohtlo, who hires convict labor In*his
Tennessss mines at the excluslon of
honest miners; and the procession Is
bsgked up by Tammany Hall Demo-
omoy, an slement than which if you
would rake hell with a fins tooth oomb,
you would find vo worss, These were
the bowses that were victorlous, How
cun it be clalmed as an Allisnce vietory?
It waa slmply a “Ellkenny cat fight” for
spoils—nothlog more or nothing leas,

It I8 olaimed that the defeat of Mills
wlll force the allver question to the front
as the paramount issue of the campalgn
of 1802, If there are any two men In the
Ubited Stutes that sre good authority
upon this queation they are Mr. Crisp
himeelt and Mr. Springer, of Illinols,
whose vote gave Crisp the nomination,
and who wag afterwards made chalrman
of the committes on ways hnd means. In
his speech Immediately after the noml-
natlon Mr. Celap sald:

1 bege to sy to you now, as T apeak to you my
firol words sinos T amn your selection for spanker,
that my slection means no step backwards In
tariff ralorm.  |[Prolonged applaose and cheer.
Ing.] Ibegtosayto you that there Is In our
party no man who more earnestly balleves in

the Demoerstlo doctrins of tarllf mfurm than
I da,

Not s word did he say about sllver,
The burden of his lttle speech was to
pacify the other set of boases,

Mr. Springer sald:

80 far as the qnestion of tariff reform s con-
cerned, [ have taken palna to wstisly mysell that
tn Mr. Orisps slection & will be preserved ab the
paramoun! lsue of he presidentlal compaign of
02,

Mr. Hateh, of Misaouri, sald:

T have naver st any time daring this csmoalgn
nhared io the fesling agatnst Mr Crisp for 1he
staloment made that he wasnot sx able sad
covsclentious tarlfl reformer as Mr. Mills, or any
other gaatleman In Congress,

In the face of these emphatlo declara-
tlons we are surprised to see ss sblen
paper as the Ecomomist clalmieg any
vantage ground on socount of bringlog
the currency question to the front. We
Jook upon the whole thing aa a trade be-
tween Hill and Crisp, the latter to bring
to bear his influence among the people of
the south to secure Hill's nomination for
president in 1802. In the meantime Hill
in masquerading as a free silver advocate
to win that influence. But to return to

(Continued on_ théirtoondh page)
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